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Roseville, Minnesota 55113
Dear Hr._'\'vlikre:

The pur;;ose of this letter is review the»accowplishments of our Agencies

with respect to the tasks deli neatedg; 1n th;ﬁ'}_ﬁﬂﬂﬂ&ﬂ-ﬁmagnﬂu £/ > wal3
Agreement amended on September 22 . e specific tasks funded o
With Wesource Lonservation and Recovery Act funds, are known as_Task ]E g M“'/é
Hell W23 :

and abandomment; Task 2, sugar be
=-S1te wells Tor &

proce and Task 3. water treatability study and cost-effectiveness

analysis of treatmen As you know the Reilly Tar a ca

omp n St. Louis Park Minnesota, represents a complex technical -

and legal sftuation. Therefore, management of a remedial response for

the site requires a timely synthesfs of technical and lega!/ remedies. . . -

Over the past seven months we have seen the efforts of the Supérfund = .~
Program relative to the implementation of Tasks I and 2, meld with the = =~
“Tegal efforts of our Agencies to assure a complete solution to the :
cleanup. '

et well investi-

During our efforts to implement Tasks 1 and %. the approach has evolved £ p—?ﬁ. G‘
vhere we submit proposals that requ r al actfon through the State _
of Minnesota, Attorney Genreral's (Office to the Reflly Tar and Chemical

Company for their response and counter proposal. It appears a similar ,QQ;//:
policy is evolving on the National level. This procedure unfortunately

caused a measurable delay in the initiatfon of work for Tasks 1 and 2; nedponie
but, we anticipate that we will routinely submit future scopes of work

and requests for proposals to the company for their reply or comment

within a specified time frame that will ensure unimpeded progress.

The reworking of Task 3 will %MMLM_W“# ‘
and will ensure a detailed and concise -effectiveness analysis of < >

water treatment alternatives. This effort caused some delay but arose MA‘I.'#

due to the concev%m%cies over the questions that remain re- stad
garding standards, treatability and the cost-effectiveness of the ultimate J

solution to the ground water problem. The culmination of our Agencies'
work is manifested fn the recent publicaticn in the State Register for
Request for Credentials which includes a request for proposals for the
completion of Task 3, as revised. This task is of prime importance since
it will direct our decisions to fund a remedial action alternative._le

should now formally amend the Cooperative Agreement to recognize the
changes in the Task : and the schedul jnq of the outputs,

as well as the rescheduling of Tasks | a .




As you are aware, the City of St. louis Park has taken an active role in
the development of remedial action at the Reilly Tar site. Representa-
tives from the MPCA and EPA met with City officials on _february 19, 1982,
The meeting was constructive and the City officials represented to u
their g N8 o_impl ement optingency plan that would
necessary, an alternate source of water supply. W A/MPCA
{nvestigation continues at the Reilly Tar site the City s work could

be conducted concurrently if our Agencies are in agreement. Although ve

"cannot be certain, at this time, as to the eligibility of the City's

work, we can evaluate its relation with the Superfund activitfes at the
sisg for input to a future eligibility determination.

clud : PCA For
Jﬁuuxkunxuﬁ_ggggg$grg§% This has veen discussed at 1ength with your
Agency. It 1s critical, therefore, that the State submit a compilation
of these wells as soon as possible while EPA prepares 2 draft agreement
in conjunction with the State. The submittal of the compilaticon will
become the time 1imiting factor in transmitting the Cooperative Agreement
to Headquarters. The State activities relative to the tasks under the

new Cecoperative Agreement should be listed for cost-sharing ob]iration
and reimbursement purposes.

Burcuant to the Hovember 30, 1981, Headquarter's wemc, "Verification of

State Expenditures During CERCLA Cred?t Perﬁod . th §§ate should reguest
an aud to va?idate the State accoumn il expenditures at

Tean Jan 2 e
need not be completely compi]ed to make this request. The sooner the
audit is requested the earlier EPA can make a determination regarding

the State and City expenditures which are creditable to the 1C% matching
funds for Superfund money spent on the Reilly Tar site. ¥Uo already
expect a backlog of requests for audits for other states which may delay
the opportunity for an early determination of creditable expenditures

for Minnesota and the City of St. Louis Park. Therefore, we recommend
your prompt attention to this situation.

He perceive the current Federal/State efforts on the Reilly Tar project
to be well planned and thorough although somewhat behind the previously
anticipated schedule. We trust that future tasks will be well timed as
a result of our previous experience. The Peilly Tar project currently
enjoys an extremely favorable positicn in the CERCLA program due to its
high hazard ranking, its status as the States's top priority site, and



the relative lack of competition for funding from comparably advanced
projects. The best way to insure this favorable status {s to adhere
to our proposed schadules to the maximsr extent possible. For your
infermation a copy, of the sost current activities chart is enclosed.

Renion ¥ shares the State's concern over the complex envirommental problem
stezming from the Reilly Tar site and Yooks forward to a continuaticn of
cur joint efforts to rescolve the situation. As always, if [ or my staff
can be of fur‘her assistaace, ‘please let us know.
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Sincerely yom's,' P .

Richard Barte‘l t, Chief®
Peseedia‘l %espon;e Branchi
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